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I. Counsel's Argument and
Summary of Evidence



BEFORI: I'HE
SURFACT TRANSPORTATION BOARD

)
)
KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT )
COMPANY )
)
Complainant. )
) Docket No. 42095
V. )
)
UNION PACIFIC RAILLROAD COMPANY )
)
Defendant )
)
PART I

COUNSEL’S ARGUMENT AND SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE

. Introduction

In accordance with the order of the Surlace Transportation Board (“STB™ or
“Board™) served May 4. 2007. Complamant Kansas City Power & [.1ght Company
("KCPL™) hercby rcplics to the Opening Evidence and Argument filed by Defendant
Union Pacific Railroad Company (*UP™) on July 30, 2007

As the Board is aware, the outcome of this maximum coal rate case turns on

the proper calculation of variable costs, because the parties have stipulated that 1f and to



the extent any of the challenged rates exceeds the junisdictional threshold (180% of
variable costs). the maximum rates should be set at the 180% level

‘T he parties” respective calculations of vanable costs differ substantially,
even though the number of issues dividing the parties are few  In its Opening Evidence
and Argument ("“UP Opening™). UP purports (o demonstrate that the variable costs of
transporting KCPL.'s coal from mines in the Powder River Basin ("PRB”) to KCPL"s
Montrose generating station at Ladue, Missour: ranged [rom $10 96 to $11 12 per ton
during the first quarter of 2007, depending on origin By contrast. KCPL calculated
vartable costs of between $7 98 and $9 01 for the same pertod and same origins '

['he largest single source of the disparity between the parties” caleulations 1s
UP’s insistence on treating the revenues recen ed by the Missoun & Northern Arkansas
Railroad ("MNA™) for its delivery portion of the interline Montrose movement as a
componcnt of UP's variable costs. rather than as a straightforward division ol revenues

. 2 3
between connecting line haul carriers © However, UP's treatment of the MNA revenues 1s

' KCPL also indexed its varable cost calculations to establish rates for 2Q07. UP
did not

2 Other irregularities in UP’s calculations account for the balance of the disparity .
and arc addressed in Part II-A. below

[-2



both 1nconsistent with prior Board and Interstate Commerce Commussion (*ICC™)
precedent. and completely without merit ?
B.  The Proper Treatment of MNA's Revenue Division

UP advances three arguments in defense of its treatment of the MNA
revenue shares  (a) that they are simply “third party payments™ of the sort that have been
recognized as components of variable costs in prior Board and ICC decisions, (b) that
such treatment is necessary 1n this case 1o account for costs that “are not caplured as costs
tn URCS,™ and that can be included without implicating the Board's policy reasons for
r¢jecting other movement-specific adjustments to URCS in Major Issues, and (c) that
alternative approaches. including KCPL's costing of the MNA portion of the haul using
Western Region URCS costs, are “conceptually flawed ™ In fact. however. none of these

arguments for including thc MNA revenue shares 1n variable costs can withstand scrutiny

1. The Charges Collected by the MNA are a Division

I he MNA revenues from the KCPL. traffic are line haul divisions, and not
“switching™ or “terminal™ charges. I[n the first place, MNA's 154-mile service between
Kansas City and I.adue is plainly a line haul service 1t extends far beyond any recogmized
switching limits. 1t involves usc of road crews and road locomotives. not yard crews or

yard switchers, and it completely replicates what was indisputably line haul service

3 As UP admits, its addition of the MNA divisions 1o its calculation ol variable
costs 1s directly contrary 1o the Board's decision 1n l:x Parte No 657 (Sub-No 1), Major
Issues in Rail Rate Cases (decision served October 30, 2006) (“Major [ssues ™)
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provided by the former MKT Railroad prior to 1ts absorption into UP. See ICC Docket
No. 41528, Kansas City Power & Light Company v Missourt Pacific Railroad Company..
et al 1t 1s for all practical purposcs operationally indistinguishable from UP's longer line
haul operation ol the trains between the PRB and Kansas City. Moreover. as KCPL. noted
n 1ts opening evidence, the 1992 arms-length Lease Agreement signed by both UP and
MNA makes MNA fully responsible for providing common carrier line haul rail service
on 115 leased lines, including the hine traversed by the KCPLL coal trains  The Lease
specifically prohits UP from conducting operations on the lines except i a lmited
number of carclully circumscribed circumstances, and explicitly characterizes MNA's
revenues from its operation of the KCPI. (and other shippers®) trains as a “division ™ The
fact that MNAs division 1s expressed as a fixed amount rather than as a percentage of the
through rates 1s of no consequence. ‘The partics™ choice, or more hkely. UP’s choice o' a
fixed puyment approach does not alter 1ts status as a revenue division.? See. e g, Port
Huron & Duluth Steamship Co v Pennsylvamia R R . 501 C C 157, 160 (1918) (western
lines” division of castbound rates was 25%,. but their divisions of westbound rates were
fixed amounts per hundredw eight), Baltimore & Ohio R R v Hoboken Manufacturers’

RR.I1941CC 517,525 (1933) (Eastern carriers” divisions stated in terms of

?"The terms of the I.case strongly indicatc UP's superior bargaining leverage, and
its desire to retain 1o itsell the discretion to price the entire line-haul move. See Appendix
I llowever. that leverage cannot alter the nature of MNA's service, which should be the
determining factor for purposes ol costing the subject movement.
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percentages of inter-district rates. but Defendant’s division stated as lixed amount per
hundredweight)

2 Prior STB and ICC Precedents Do Not Support UP

UP cites six cascs which it claims support its treatment of the MNA per car
division as a variable cost.  However, nonc of those cases actually involved revenue
divisions remitted to connecting linc haul carriers. Public Service of Colorado® and
TMPA® involved payments to third party non-carrier contract loaders at origin; Carolina
Power’ involved trackage rights payments o a carner that was not participating in the
line haul movement at 1ssuc; and FMC Wyoming,® Pielet Bros,” and DRGW Petition' all
involved payments to switching carriers that likewise were not participating in the line

haul movements

* Docket No 42057, Public Service of Colorado v Burlington Northern & Santa
Fe Railway (unprinted decision served June 8, 2004)

® Texas Munmicipal Power Agency' v Burlington Northern & Santa Fe Railway. 6
STB 573(2003)

" Docket No 42072, Carolina Power & Light Company v Norfolk Southern
Railway (unprinted decision served December 23, 2003)

8 FMC Wyoming Corp v Umion Pactfic RR .4 ST B 699 (2000)

’ Docket No 39756, Pielet Bros Trading Co v Chicago & N W Transp Co
(unprinted decision served August 1. 1987)

' Docket No. 39060. Petition of Denver & RG W RR & Salt Lake, G & W Ry
Jor Review of a Decision of the Public Service Commission of Utah (unprinted decision
served November 14, 1985)
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In point of fact, UP has not cited a single authority. and KCPL has not
found any. that would support the trcatment of MNA's line haul revenue division as a
component of UP’s variable costs  To the contrary, as the Board made clear in the
Botileneck cascs.!" the revenue shares of the individual line haul carricrs participating in a
through movement — far [rom being “costs™ to be considered 1n determining the
Jurisdictional threshold applicable to the rate(s) for such service - are completely
wrrelevant Lo that determination ' When an aftected shipper wishes to challenge the rate(s)
tL1s paving for a through movement. it must challenge the entire rate, and the
jurisdictional threshold determination likewise must be based upon the total variable costs
mncurred by all of the participating carriers. In making this determination. the share of the
rate remitted by the collecting carrier 10 another participating carrier plays no role and
tvpically is not even disclosed to the shipper.” This is the treatment contemplated by

URCS."? and it is the treatment consistently afforded line haul divisions of revenues in

"W Central Power & Light Co v Southern Pacific Transp Co .1 S.TB 1059
(1996) (“Bortleneck I'). clarified, 2 S.T.3. 235 (1997) (" Bottleneck IT")

12 The MNA divisions that UP seeks to treat as variable costs in this proceeding fit
this pattern, as are they set forth in documents that UP has designated “Highly
Confidential ™ The original Lease Agreement between UP's predecessor and MNA
dated December 11, 1992 is public, because MNA filed it at the Sccurities and Exchange
Commussion. and that document sets forth MNAs imitial divisions. How cever. subsequent
amendments 10 the Lease have not been made public.

'3 In particular, URCS Phase 111 provides for the separate determmation of variable
costs for each participating carrier in an interline movement, classify g them as
“Originate and Deliver,” Receive and Deliver,” or “Receive and Terminate™ carriers
depending on which portion of the movement they handle
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past maximum rate hitigation Accordingly. while Mgjor Issues’ exclusion of third party
payments from variable costs may have changed the treatment of switching fees. ete . 1t
did not alter the well-established treatment of through rates and divisions 1n maximum
rate cases Rather than asking for a return to past practice, UP actually 1s asking for a
complete reversal of prior law and regulatory policy

3. The MNA Revenue Divisions Are Not “Costs” For URCS Purposes

UP next argucs that treatment of the MNA revenue division as a variable
cost 1s appropriale because doing so does not entail an “adjustment™ to system average
costs, but only the addition of a cost clement that is complctely missing from URCS, and
that can be addced without affecting the URCS-based calculation of (other) variable cost
components,

This argument also 1s unavailing, because the MNA division 1s not a "cost”™
at all for regulatory purposes, and so manfestly it is not a “variable™ cost of the service at
issue¢. Rather, the MNA division constitutes MNA's entire compensation for 1ts portion
of the KCPI. hine haul service. and as such 1t includes not only the vanable costs incurred
by MNA 1n performing such service. but also a contribution to MNAs fixed costs, and 1ts
entire profit on the KCPL service  While the MNA portion of the KCPI. haul indeed

generates yvariable costs. those costs are properly measured by applyving URCS to the
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MNA directly, as KCPI. has done, not by mischaracterizing the entire MNA division as a
cost to UP M

Sccondly, 1f UP were allowed to treat any divisions pavments to MNA as a
variable cost. the Board would be hard-pressed to prevent carriers 1n future cases from
completely insulating their rates from STB review, no matter how high those rates might
be, simply by agreeing with one another to assume responsibility for service onver each
others™ lines and treating the operator’s entire rates as variable costs for the “responsible™
carrier (and subject to a 180% mark-up). UP’s protestation that 1ts arrangements with
MNA were not “gamed” to achteve a favorable result in this rate case is a red herning. and
does nothing to answer this very real risk ol accepting its proposed treatment of the MNA

divisions, which differs only 1n magnitude from the spectre just described

" ‘I'he tact that URCS completely omits remittances of revenue divisions from
variable costs is further evidence that such remittances are not properly treated as costs,
since URCS was carefully designed to provide a complete and comprchensive
representation of all costs of service recognizable [or regulatory purposes

It should also be noted that UP’s treatment of the MNA revenue divisions as a
“cost™ does nol, as UP suggests, involve "nothing more than basic addition™ (UP Opening
at [-9) Rather, 1t entails (a) the deletion of the MNA portion of the URCS-based varable
costs of the movements at i1ssue, (b) an adjustment (increase) of URCS-based UP
locomotive and fucl costs by including the MNA muleage (as il UP were operating over
the entire route of movement to Ladue), and (¢} the combination of such locomotive and
fuel costs along with the MNA division to URCS-based UP costs {or the PRB-Kansas
Ciuty segment  Even 1f there were substantive merit to UP’s adjustments (and there 1s not).
these plainly constitute "movement-specific adjusiments™ to URCS system average
variable costs.
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4. Treatment of the KCPL Movement as an Interline Movement for
Costing Purposes is Neither “Conceptually Flawed” Nor Inconsistent
with the Operative Facts

In a further effort 1o justify its inctusion of the entire MNA revenue division
as a variable cost 1n 1ts calculations of the junsdictional threshold. UP argues that all the
other possible methods for costing the MNA portion of the Montrose movement —
including 1n particular the method KCPI. used, 1 e . treatment of the movement as an
interline movement (which 1t plainly 1s) and using Western Region URCS costs to
develop MNA's vanable costs — are “conceptually flawed™ and will produce ~llawed
results © Upon examination, however, it becomes clear that UP's arguments against
costing the movement as an interline movement are without merit.

UP first argues that “MNA’s costs are irrclevant™ because “UP 1s the only
party to the challenged rate™ and has undertaken responsibility (in its published rate) for
the entire movement (UP Opening at 1-12') This argument [atls. however. because
MNA alrcady has committed to UP in the lcase agreement to interchange KCPL.'s
Montrose traflic with UP for a fixed division, and granted UP its blanket concurrence in
advance for UP"s establishment of all rates and service terms n 1ts sole discretion, so long
as MNA's division is preserved. The Agreement between UP and MNA specilically

contemplates that MNA will not be a scparately rdentitied party to the kine haul rate
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publications, notwithstanding its obvious participation in the joint haul **

Consequently,
UP had no nced to put MNA’s name on the published rate, or involve MNA 1n the
publication in any way so long as that carrier’s division 1s respected  The fact that it
chose not to do so has no effect on the character of the subject service.

More fundamentally, though, UP"s argument is circular it assumes the
conclusion that MNAs revenue division 1s a “‘vaniable cost™ 1o UP, and that it 1s just UP’s
costs. and not the total variable costs of the entire interline movement, that are relevant to
the jurisdictional threshold determination. As previously discussed, however. the
jurisdictional threshold — and therefore vanable costs — must be determined with
reference to the ennire nierline movement  In that context, MNA’s divisions arc not
simply variable costs, they are MNA's entire compensation for 1ts line haul portion of the
movement at issuc, including a contribution to 1ts fixed costs and profit  As such, they
have no place n the jurisdictional determination of the vartable costs of this interline
movement.

UP’s second argument is that it would be “grossly unfair to UP™ to treat
MNA as a participating carrier rece1ving a division, because MNA will not bear any of

the burden of a rate prescription or reparations award 1n this case (since its share of the

revenues 1s [ixed). Under any objective assessment, this claim rings hollow. UP

'3 1t 15 well-setiled that the use of concurrences m advance for interhine rate actions
and/or separate service terms docs not change the “joint™ character of the interline haul
See, e g, Soctety of Plasucs Industry, Inc v 1C C.955T 2d 722, 726-728 (D.C. Cir
1992).
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voluntarily entered into such an arrangement with MNA — presumably because 1t did not
want to share future rate increases with the smaller carrier — and cannot now be heard to
complain about it simply because 1t 1s facing a possible rate reduction In this regard. 1t
also 1s significant that (a) UP has not given MNA a share of the dramatically-increased
rates that it has been assessing on KCPL's coal traffic since the most recent contract
between the parties expired, and (b) the maximum rcasonable rales for the Montrose
scrvice as properly calculated still provide revenues to UP that are higher than those that
UP voluntarily agreed to accept under its most recent contract with KCPI. ® UP s
merely being asked to give up some of 1ts desired increascs in those revenues UP’s
protestations of “unfairness™ should be summanly dismissed

UP’s final argument against costing the Montrose movement as an interline
UP/MNA movement is that “Western Region URCS costs arc not an appropriate measure
of the cost to move the 1ssue traffic between Kansas City and Montrose * (UP Opening at
I-12). Just what UP means by this rather cryptic argument is unclear. If UP 1s saying that
regional URCS costs arc an inaccurate surrogate for actual, carrier-specific vanable costs.
KCPL would agree, regional URCS costs, based on Class 1 carricrs, would typically

overstaice the costs incurred by a short line "7 Howecver, because MNA is a small carrier

16 See KCPI, Opening Exhibit V-1

"7 A short line opcrator such as MNA presumably has a lower overall cost structure
than the UP because 1t would otherwise not have an cconomic incentive 1o take over what
must have been a lower or no profit line [or UP
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and as such is not required to file R-1 rcports or maintain the records that would be
needed o generate an MNA-specific URCS, the STB has mandated that regional URCS
costs be used as a surrogate '* 1f UP 1s mslcad arguing that MNA costs, however accurate.
arc nol an appropriate measure, then it 1s simply repeating its first argument, which gains
nothing [rom such repenition. '’
5. UP’s Improper Add-On to Locomotive and Fuel Costs

As noted supra, UP compounded its erroncous addition of the entire MNA
revenue division 1o its variable cost calculations by adding an estimate of the additional
locomotive and fuel costs UP incurs as a result of its agreement to let MNA use UP
locomotives 1n run-through service There 1s no basis for such an add-on to URCS-based
vanable costs. This 1s so because the URCS-based vanable costs calculated for MNA
already include western region average locomotive and fuel expense factors for the MNA

portion of the Montrose movement, and of course the URCS-based variable costs

'% See Adoption of the Uniform Railroad Costing System as a General Purpose
Costing System for All Regulatory Costing Purposes, 51C C 2d 894, 917-18 (1989)

1 up suggests in a footnote that 1f the Montrose movement 1$ treated as an
interline movement, MNA becomes an indispensable party and KCPL.’s complaint would
have to be dismissed It cites no authority for this assertion, however. which 1s not
surprising, since 1t 1s wrong The law 1s clear that through movement participants are not
indispensable partics to litigation over the through rate if they will not be affected by the
outcome of the litigation See.e g . Ford Motor Co v 1CC,714F.2d 1157 (D C.Cir
1983) In this casc, because UP has complete control over the assailed rate levels, UP 1s
the only railroad participating in the Montrose movement that has violated 49 U S.C
§ 10701 Morcover. because MNA's divisions arc fixed, UP 1s the only carner that will
have to pay reparations and receive lower revenues in the future iIf KCPL prevails
Accordingly. MNA 1s not an indispensablc party.
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calculated for UP include UP system average locomotive and fucel costs for the UP
portion of the movement  The use of UP locomotives for the MNA portion of the
movement presumably increases UP’s variable costs and reduces MNA's vanable cost.
but the net eftect of the run-through operation — which the two railroads must behieve
increasces the operation’s efficiency, or they would not have initiated it — 1s 1n all
hikelhihood a reduction 1n the total variable cost of the through movement Since 1t 1s the
total variable cost of the movement that matters for jurisdictional threshold purposes. any
adjustment to that total based on the run-through arrangement would have tobe a
decrease, not an increasc as proposcd by UP.
6. An Alternative Approach to Montrose Variable Costs.

While KCPL submuts that the law and Board policy require that the UP-
Kansas City-MNA through movement of coal from the PRB to Montrose should be
costed as an interline movement since that is what it 1s, 1t may be usclul 1o consider
another way in which the movement could be costed for jurisdictional threshold purposes
that would capture the costs of all parts of the movement without the fatal defects of UP's
approach. It also essentially contirms the accuracy of the results of KCPI.’s Opening
methodology

An alternauve approach to costing the Montrose movement might be to
trcat 1t as a single-line UP movement, in light of UP’s insistence that it should be deemed

solely responsible for the entire service from onigins to destination  This entails
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application of the UP URCS 1o the entirc movemenl, rather than just to the UP segment
from the PRB to Kansas City As shown in Part 11-A below, the results of this approach
are very similar to thosc produced by costing the movement as an interline movement
UP argues that single-line treatment 1s not appropriate because® (a) MNA
provides most of the services between Kansas City and Ladue and 1ts costs are not
reflected in UP's URCS, (b) UP’s costs are not a reasonable surrogate for MNA's costs,
and (c) “UP and MNA ncur significant costs to interchange the traffic in Kansas City”
that arc not picked up under single-line costing (UP Opeming at 1-) 1).2% Although KCPL.
15 not advocating this approach over its methodology used on Opening, none of these
arguments detract from the validity of the single-line costing approach as a confirming
tool lhe first two arguments actually cut against UP as a Class 1 carrier UPs system
average costs would be expected to exceed those of a small carrier such as MNA, and UP
has not alleged (let alone shown) otherwise, so application of UP URCS costs to the
MNA segment actually would overstate MNA's true variable costs.®' As for the third
argument, UP has failed to explain what “significant costs™ 1t and MNA actually incur at

their interchange  Given that the KCPL. trains are operated in run-through service by UP

* We note that UP scems to want to have it both ways — the movement should not

be treated as an interline movement because (UP says) UP 1s responsible for the entire
haul, but single linc treatment 1s also wrong because the traftic 1s interchanged to MNA at
Kansas Cily

*! Of course. costing the movement as an interline movement entails application of
regional URCS costs to the MNA scgment. rather than MNA-specific URCS costs. but
1-14



and MNA, with no interchange switching, 1t would appear that there are no significant
interchange costs involved in the Montrose movement

7. Conclusion

I‘or the foregoing reasons, UP's primary variable cost presentation must be

rejected, because 1t treats the entire MNA revenue division as a variable cost and
consequently overstates significantly the true vaniable costs of the MNA segment of the
Montrosc movement. The correct approach 1s to cost the movement using UP URCS
cosls for the UP operation between the PRB and Kansas City, and Western Regron URCS
costs for the MNA opvration between Kansas City and the destination at Ladue

C. UP’s Alternative Variable Cost
Calculations Are Also Overstated

In addition to its primary variablc cost presentation that, as discussed n the
preceding scction, 1s fatally flawed due to its treatment of the MNA revenue division as a
cost. UP also submitted an alternative cost calculation that omitted the MNA division and
instead used Western Region URCS costs to develop variable costs for the MNA portion
of the Montrose movement. However, such costs are also flawed and substantially

overstated, for the reasons summanzed 1n Part II-A of this Reply

the comparison remains valid because UP costs are migher than the regional average. see
Part II-A, infra
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D. UP’s Unreasonable Practice

In its Opening Evidence, KCPL demonstrated that UP®s unilateral
imposition of a 2,100.000 ton annual cap on the volume of coal that KCPL. could tender
under the challenged rates constituted an unrcasonable practice, 1n violation of 49 U S C
§ 10702. See KCPL Opening Evidence at [-24-27, 1V-1-9. UP presented no evidence 1n
support of the reasonableness of its volume limitation. despite the fact that it was placed
on notice of KCPL's challenge *

Although KCPL 1s the party with the burden of proot on the unreasonable
practice issue, the two-stage simultancous filing procedure that the Board has mandated
for this casc will preclude KCPIL. from having an opportunity to respond to whatever
arguments or evidence UP may choose to submit for the first time on Reply The
fundamental unfairness of this circumstance cannot be ignored

Board precedent holds that a parly cannot present new arguments or
cvidence for the first time in its final filing, when the opposing party no longer has an
opportumty to respond = Particularly given the balance of the burden of proof.

apphcation ol this rule herc would require that any new arguments and/or evidence that

*? See Complaint, 9 27, letter from Kelvin J. Dowd, Esq 1o Michael I. Rosenthal.
l.sq.. December 29. 2005 (Reply electromic workpaper *12-29-05 letter pdf ™).

2} See Dockel No 42069, Duke Energy Corp v Norfolk Southern Railway Co.
(unprinted decision served November 6, 2002) at 13-15
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UP attempts to present on Reply should be stricken  Should the Board deem such an
outcome as unduly draconian. then at a mmimum KCPI. should be granted the option to
submit limited rebuttal evidence dircctly responsive to the new evidence and arguments
ollered by UP on Reply
E. Conclusion and Prayer For Relief

Based upon the evidence presented herein and in KCPL.'s Opening
L:vidence, the Board should 1ind that UPs Circular 111 Item 4140-Scries rates (including
the fuel surcharge) applicable to Montrose coal shipments both 1n aluminum and steel
railcars exceed maximum reasonable levels, and therefore are unlaw ful under
49 U.S.C. § 10701{d). In accordancc with 49 U.S.C. § 10704(a) and consistent with the
stipulations governing this case, the Board should enter an order prescribing the
maximum rates that lawfully may be charged by UP at 180% of the variable cost of the
subject service, as determined 1n accordance with the record in this proceeding

KCPIL. further requests that the Board order reparations, plus applicable
interest. for overcharges imposed by UP from January 1, 2006 forward These
overcharges equal $8.172,553 through June 30, 2007 (before interest). See Revised
Exhibit 11-A-7

Finally, the Board should find that the 2.100,000 ton annual shipment

volume limitation imposed by UP on KCPL's Montrose traffic constitutes an
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unreasonable practice in violation of 49 U S C § 10702, and ordcr either its deletion [rom

Circular 111 Item 4140-Series, or 1ts revision Lo not less than 2,400,000 tons
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BEFORE THE
SURFACE TRANSPORTA 110N BOARD

)
KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT )
COMPANY )
)
Complainant, )
) Docket No 42095
v )
)
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY )
)
Defendant. )
)
PART II

MARKET DOMINANCE - VARIABLE COSTS

In this Reply Part 1I-A, KCPL responds to the vanable cost evidence
submitted by UP on July 30. 2007.

As obscrved in Part 1, the parties have stipulated that UP has qualitative
market dommance over the traffic at issue, and that insofar as the challenged rates exceed
the jurisdictional threshold of 180% of vanable costs, maximum rates should be
prescribed at the junisdictional threshold level. Accordingly, both parties limited their
opening cost-related evidence Lo therr respective calculations of variable costs. In so
doing. KCPL and UP also proceeded on the basis of a number of stipulated traffic and

operating characteristics for the 1ssue movements
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PART Il

MARKET DOMINANCE - VARIABLE COSTS

In this Reply Part 11-A, KPCL responds to the variable cost evidence
submutted by UP on July 30, 2007

As obscrved in Part I, the partics have stipulated that UP has qualitative
marketl dominance over the traftic at 1ssuc, and that insofar as the challenged rates exceed
the jurisdictional threshold of 180% of variable costs, maximum rates should be
prescribed at the jurisdictional threshold level  Accordingly. both partics limited their
opening cost-related evidence to their respective calculations of variable costs  In so
doing. KCPL and UP also proceeded on the basis of a number of stipulated trafTic and

operating characteristics for the issue movements
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Notwithstanding those stipulations. the partics™ varnable cost calculations
arc quite different In Part 1, KCPL. addressed the largest single source of that disparity,
UP"s improper inclusion of the entirc MNA revenue division as 1f 1t were a variable cost
In this Part, KCPI. addresses the sources of the remaning disparitics between the parties’
calculations KCPL also restates its Opening Evidence calculations to reflect the
acceptance of UP’s figures for average tons per carload for the two entrics where the
parties” figures differed

Addiionally, and mn further response to UP's claim that costing the
movement at 1ssue as an interline movement 1s maccurate, for comparison purposes
KCPL has developed vanable costs using an alternative approach ireating the entire
movement as a single-line UP haul This alternative calculation produces varnable costs
and jurisdictional threshold Icvels that are almost the same as those KCPL developed
using the Board-mandated interline approach

1. Summary of KCPL’s Variable Cost Analysis and
Resulting Revenue to Variable Cost Ratios

a. Interline Costing

As discussced above and in Part 1, KCPL has developed the variable costs of
the UP-MNA interline movement using the Board-prescribed approach for such
movements Specifically, KCPL developed the variable costs lor the UP and MNA
portions ol the movement separately, by inputting the known operaling parameters —

including the fact that this 1s a two-carrier movement with an interchange at Kansas City
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— into the applicable URCS Phase 111 cost programs (UP's 2006 URCS for the UP
segment and 2006 Western Region URCS for the MNA segment) The two raifroads’
variable costs then were totaled to yield the variable costs of the through movement

In this Reply, KCPL has updated its variable cost calculations as presented
in 1its Opening Evidence in two respects® 1t has accepted UP’s figures for average tons per
carload for the two entries where the parties” figures difTered, and 1t has corrected for a
minor indexing crror 1n 1ts calculations The results of KCPL"s updated calculations of
variable costs for transporting coal from the PRB to Montrosc for 1Q06-2Q07 arc

summarized in revised Table 11-A-1 below

[1-A-3



[ABLE II-A-1 (Revised)
Summary of Rate Variable Cost and Ratio ot Revenue to Variable Cost for

Orin Subdivision Mines to Montrose in Aluminum Cars - 1Q06 through 2Q07

Ratio of Revenue
UPAINA Combined to Combined

Origin Time Period Rate"lon Variable Cost Variable Cost
Belle Ayr 1Q06 $16 96 5790 215%
2QU6 $16 90 S8 09 209%
3Q06 31757 5823 213%
1QU6 51733 §792 219%
1Q07 31759 5798 220%
2Qu7 $16 95 3831 204%
Blach Thunder 1Q06 $16 89 3770 219%
2Q06 $1693 578y 215%
3Q06 $17 56 5802 21940
4Q06 $17 10 5810 211%
Q07 $17 48 901 1949,
2Q07 $1735 802 216%
Blach Thunder
South 1Q06 $16 68 5759 220%
2Q06 $1705 5780 218%
Q06 $1761 3797 2219
4Q06 $1759 $767 2269,
1QN07 817 61 $8 55 206%
2Q07 $1735 $8 04 216%
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Ratio of Revenue

UP/MNA Combined 1o Comhined

Origin lime Period Rate Ton Variable Cost Variable Cost
Caballo 1Q06 51736 $302 216%
2Q06 51695 5807 210%
3Q06 $17 54 $824 213%
1Q06 $1732 5792 219%
1Q07 $1760 S8 00 220%
2Q07 $1677 $8 33 201"
Jacobs Ranch 1QU6 S16 69 $769 217%
2Q06 1692 $795 213%
3Qo6 51759 S8 15 216%
1QU6 51722 $829 208%
1Q07 51758 $843 208"
2007 $16 88 S8 14 207
Antelope 2Qu7 $1690 5784 2]5%,
Caballv Rojo 2Qu7 $1690 $8 24 205%
Coal Creek 2Q07 $1690 $819 206"
Cordero 2Q07 S16 90 $820 206%
North Antelope 2Q07 $1690 $789 214%
Rochelle 2Q07 SI6 9 $790 2040

Private and railroad provided cars were used i Montrose service  The URCS Phase 11l variable cost per ton shown
15 an average ol the cost per ton of privately provided cars and the cost per ton of rilroad provided ars weighted on
the percentage of each used in the quarterly movement from the specified origin - The percentage for cach aftected
quarter and origim are shown in Table 11-A-3 of KCPL's Opeming Evidence
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Details of the above calculations are discussed /mfra and shown in Exhibit H-A-1
(revised), and in KCPL."'s Reply workpapers “KCPL. Reply shibit 11-A-1 pages | and
2 XLS.” ~“KCPIL Reply Exhibit II-A-1 page 3 XLS." and “KCPL Revised Open Exhibit
11-A-7 with interest v2.X1.S."!

b. Costing as a Single-Line UP Movement

While KCPIL. submuts that the UP-MNA service should be costed as an
interline movement under URCS, since 1t 1s clearly a two-carrier, line haul operation. 1n
response to UP”s criticisms of this approach. KCPL also has developed yanable costs lor
the Montrose movement using an alternative approach. treating the movement as 1 1t
were a single-line UP haul from origin to destination.”

When costing the Montrose movement as if it were a single-line UIP
movement, the pertinent operating parameters arc unchanged from the interline costing

approach, except that UP 1s treated as an originating and terminating carrier and the UP

"'In tts Opening Evidence KCPL. also included. solely for illustrative purposcs. a
calculation of the variable costs of the Montrosc movement assuming system average
rather than actual values for tare weights, private car costs, and termnal switching costs
I he results of that calculation were presented in KCPLL Opening Exhibit [[-A-6  Because
correction of the indexing error affected the 2006 UP and Western Region URCS
formulations that KCPL. had used. Exhibit [I-A-6 is also being re-filed herewith in revised
form lhe revised calculation continues to use the corrected version ol UP’s terminal
switching costs, which KCPL cxplained in detail in its Opening Part 11-A at 11-A-24 1o II-
A-33.
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mules arc changed to cqual the total miles from the origin to destination The applicable
URCS (and therefore the applicable unit costs) changes. as the Western Region average
URCS 1s no longer needed.

The results of costing the movement as a UP single-line movement are
summarized 1n Table II-A-8, below, and explained 1n more detail in Exhibit [1-A-8 and
electronic workpaper “KCPL Reply Exhibit 1I-A-8 pages 1 and 2.x1s.” “KCPL. Reply
Exhibit II-A-8 page 3 \ls,” and “Rates Paid for Exhibit 11-A-8.x1s.™ Howcever, briefly
summarized, the resulting vanable costs calculations are substantially similar to those

calculated by KCPI. using the Board-approved method

2 Prior to UP"s voluntary “spin-off” of hundreds of miles of highter density lines to
MNA 1n 1992, UP had a contract with KCPL to scrve Montrosc in single-line service
from the PRB See KCPL Opening vidence at [-6

II-A-7



TABLL I1-A-8
Summary of Rale, Vanable Cost and Ralio of Revenue to Vanable Cost for
Orin Subdivision Mines 1o Montrose 1n Aluminum Cars— 1Q06 through 2Q07

(Single Line UP Service)
Ratio of Revenue
Ongin Time Perniod Rate/Ton UP Vanable Cost to Varniable Cost
Belle Ayr 1Q06 $1696 $789 215%
2Q06 S1690 $8 07 209%
3Q06 $1757 $822 214%
4Q06 $1735 $791 2190
1Q07 S1759 $797 221%
2Q07 51695 $829 204%
Black Thunder 1Q06 $16 89 8769 2209%
2006 $16 93 5787 215%
3Q06 $17 56 5801 219%
4Q06 $1710 §792 216%
1Q07 $1748 $8 39 208%
2Q07 $1735 $8 01 217%
Black Thunder
South 1QU6 $1668 $7 58 220%
Q06 $1705 $779 219%
3Qo6 S1761 $795 21%
4Q06 $1759 $7 65 230%
1Q07 51761 38 14 216%
2Q07 $1735 S8 03 216%
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Ornigin
Caballo

Jacobs Ranch

Antelope
Caballo Rojo
Coal Creek
Cordero
North Antelope
Rochelle

Tme Penod
1Q06

2Q06
3Q06
4Q06
1Q07
2Q07

1Q06
2Q06
3Q06
4Q06
1Q07
2Q07

2Q07
2Q07
2Q07
2Q07
2Q07
2Q07

Rate/1on
$17 36

$16 95
$1754
51732
31760
51677

Si669
$1692
$17 59
$1722
$1758
$16 88

$1690
s1690
$1690
$1690
51690
51690

L P Vanable Cost
$301

5805
$823
$791
$799
$8 32

$768
$794
S8 13
S8 03
£813
$813

$783
$8 23
5818
5818
$788
§789

Ratio of Revenue
to Variable Cost
217%
211%
213%
219%
2200

202%

217%
213%

216%

Private and railroad provided cars were used 1n Mentrose service  The URCS Phase 111 variable cost per ton shown
I» an average of the cost per ton of privately provided cars and the cost per (on of raiiroad provided cars weighted on
the percentage of cach used in the quarterly movement (rom the pecified origin - The percentage for cach affected
quarter and origin are shown in Table [1-A-5 of KCPL's Opening Evidence

2. Rates

Although both parties compared variable costs to the total amounts paid by

KCPL., including both the posted rates and the fuel surcharge. UP understated the rates

paid by KCPL during two quarters, 1Q06 and 1Q07 The source of this understatement
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was UP’s tailure to consider that UP Circular 111, Item 4140-E, as amended eflective
January 1. 2006 (see Eixhibit II-A-9), added rates for shipments 1n steel railcars which
were higher than those applicable o aluminum railcars By failing to account for
shipments 1n stecl railcars, UP understated the average rate paid in 1Q06 by $0 18 per ton,
and understated the 1Q07 average rate by $0.09 per ton * See KCPL Reply clectronic
workpaper “UP rates o KCPL rates xIs.”

i Tralfic and Operating Characteristics

For the most pant, both parties used the same traffic and operating
characteristics 1n therr respective developments of variable costs  In this section KCPL
discusses the handful of items on which the parties’ evidence diverged

a. Tons per Car

In their opening evidence the parties used the same agreed upon tons per
car, except for tons per car in privatc cars for 4Q06 Black Thunder and 1Q07 Black
‘Thunder South UP used { } for 4Q06 Black Thunder and { } for 1Q07 Black
Thundcr South, whereas KCPL used { } and { } respectivelv. KCPL’s has
corrccted 1ts input error in this Reply evidence so as to match the agreed upon figure.

b. Terminal Switching, Tare Weights, and Private Car Costs

As KCPL explained mn its Opening Evidence, URCS Phase 111 1s designed

to accommodate the usc of certain actual operating parameters. il available, 1n lieu of

3 KCPL did not ship any Montrose coal in steel railcars during the second through
fourth quarters of 2006
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system averages. 1n order to improve the accuracy of the results Because the actual tare
weights of the KCPL shipments arc known, as are the facts that UP does not pay for s
use of KCPL"s privatc ¢ars under Item 4140-E and that no terminal switching 1s required
{or thss umt train service, KCPL nput those actual, known parameters into 1ts application
ol URCS to the UP and MNA segments of the movement  See the discussion at puges 1-
15 to I-19 of KCPL"s Opcning Evidence

UP, by contrast, failed to account for these known opcerating characteristics
of the Montrose coal movement, and accordingly its calculations of URCS variable costs
for the UP portton of the interline movement (and for the MNA portion in UP"s
“alternative” cost development using Western Region URCS costs for MNA) are
stgnilicantly overstated

4. Indexing

In its Opening Evidence, UP developed and applied a new and unique
hybnid index by combining the STB-approved composite index less fuel with a specially-
developed fuel index ® By contrast, KCPL calculated UP and Western Region composite

indices with fucl for cach quarter by combining the STB-approved compositc index with

1 See UP Opening clectronic workpapers “06 Base 06 & 1Q07 Q1 RS-IE3-
INDEX.XLS,” =06 UP VC for KCPL 7-18 Batch Results XLS.™ and 06 UP Loco Iixp —
MNA Operations XLS ™

5 It should be noted that UP did not calculate 1ts own luel index correctly.
Specifically, UP excluded the costs of fucl used for passenger service but included the
amount of gallons used 1n passenger service See UP Opening electronic workpaper 06
BASE 06 & 1Q07 QTRS-IL3-INDEX XLS
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the AAR Western Region fucl index. in accordance with the Board’s ruling in Wisconsin
Power & Light Co v Union Pacific R R Co,5 S T'.B. 955, 1005-06 (2001)

UP’s index is also incorrect because 1t relies on an improper return on
investment figure trom UP's calculation of UP and Western Region 2006 URCS. As
discussed infra, UP's URCS calculation erroncously includes Account 90 expenses and
excludes Account 76 expenses. and uscs the AAR’s 2006 cost of capital submission to the
Board in I:x Parte No. 558 (Sub No-10). Ratlroad Cost of Capital — 2006, which is
inherently suspect and has not been approved.

S. Differences in the Parties’ URCS Formulations

Although both partics developed 2006 URCS formulas for UP and MNA
{Western Region URCS), there were significant difTerences between their resulung 2006
UP and Western Region URCS output. These differences arose from differences in the
way the parties handled Accounts 90 and 76 and 1n their treatment of the cost of capital
I'hese dispanties are discussed in turn below

a. Accounts 90 and 76

When the STB creates an URCS formula, it excludes Account 90 expenses
and includes Account 76 expensces (see FMC Wyonung. supra, 4 S T B. at 747 n 96)
KCPI. followed these STB procedures in creating the 2006 UP and Western Region

URCS that 1t used 1n its Opening Evidence UP, by contrast, developed its 2006 URCS
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formulations by including Account 90 and excluding Account 76 — preciscly the reverse
of the STB's procedures (see UP Opening at 11-A-2 n 9)

b. Cost of Capital

In developing its 2006 URCS lormulas. KCPL used the Board’s most recent
railroad industry cost of capital determination, which was the 2005 cost of caprtal
specified in Ex Parte No. 558 (Sub-No 9), Railroad Cost of Capital — 2005 (unprinted
dccision served September 20, 2006), m accordance with established S1B procedures
{see FMC Wyoming, supra, 4 S.T.B. at 710) In so doing, however, KCPI. noted 1ts
objection to the Board's continued reliance on the existing cost of capital methodology,
which has been shown to be severely flawed, e g, by the filings of various parties 1n Eix
Parte No 664 Methodology to be Employed in Determirnung the Railroad Indusiry’s Cost
of Caputal

For 1ts part, UP substituted the proposed cost of capital submitied by the
AAR 1o the STB on June 25, 2007 1n Ex Parte No. 558 (Sub-No 10). Railroad Cost of
Capual — 2006 (pending) Not only has this proposed cost of capital not been approved.
1t was computed using the same flawed methodology that was placed under scrutiny in Ex
Parte No 664 UP’s rehiance on it plainly 1s improper.

While KCPL has continued to usc the most recent STB-approved cost of
capital in 1ts Reply Evidence. it should be noted that on August 14. 2007 the Board 1ssued

a Notice of Proposcd Rulemaking 1n Ex Parte No 664 Therein, the Board acknowledged
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that the existing methodelogy was no longer reliable and has been displaced by more
sophisticated and precise techmiques,™ and proposed to employ a difterent methodology
in making future cost ol capital determinations. In the event that action 1s taken in that
proceeding that would support a change in the cost of capital applicable to the periods at
1ssue here, KCPL reserves the right to submit updated evidence and/or scch reopening or
reconsideration msofar as necessary to incorporate such changes into the variable cost and
maximum rate delerminations made in this casc
6. Conclusion

Although both parties developed variable costs using 2006 URCS tormulas.
as cxplained in the preceding sections. there are stgnificant flaws in UP’s Opening
Evidence ‘Those flaws caused a substantial upward bias in the vanable costs that UP
presented  Accordinglv, KCPL. respectfully submits that the vanable cost calculations 1t
has submitted, as corrected in this Reply Iividence, constitute the best evidence of record
concerning the level of vanable costs and resultant maximum rate levels applicable 10
KCPL's Montrose coal trafTic. KCPL. therefore respectfully requests (1) that the Board
award reparations for the period 1Q06 through 2Q07 as sct forth in Exhibit 11-A-7
(revised). submitted herewith, and (2) that the Board prescribe maximum reasonable rates
on future coal shipments to Montrose at the 180% jurisdictional threshold level, as

determined using the costing procedures presented by KCPL. with reparations to those

% Decision served August 17. 2007 at 4

[1-A-14



rate levels for the period beginning with 3Q07 and ending on the date the prescribed rates

become effective
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Y. Witness Venification
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VERIFICATION

I, Thomas D. Crowley, verify under penalty of perjury that [ have
rcad Part [1-A of the Reply Evidence of Kansas City Power & Light Company
(“KCPL™) in this proceeding and know the contents thereof, that I am sponsoring
the evidence contained therem regarding Defendant Union Pacific Railroad
Company’s quantitative market dominance over the traffic at 1ssue, and that the
same are true and correct Further, I certify that [ am qualified and authotized to
file this statement.

My qualifications are set forth in the Opening Evidence filed by

) ol

Thomas D. 'Crowley /

KCPL in this proceeding on July 30, 2007

Executed on August 20, 2007
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EXHIBIT II-A-1 (REVISED)
REDACTED



EXHIBIT I1-A-4 (REVISED)
REDACTED



EXHIBIT I1-A-6 (REVISED)
REDACTED



0Z ££o‘0zes
£8 €0v'Z€3
¥ 85¥'6ES
96 L6£'6ES
18 996'6E$
95 681'9eS
88 9pa'ses
§S L€8'.E3
#G Soe’2e8
26 SY9'oes
9z 00¢' €8
Sy Zre'LpS
00 ZSr'Zrs
Z€ 180'2YS
06 Zga'ses
85 280'Z¥S
T LZE'LYS
€8 5.1'69%
CE ¥90'Zrse
€L vpR'0VS
0Z 912'0p8

ZS £6zZ'covs
v6 PRC'EES
8l 2LL'PES
1S 18Z'PES
9T LIV'PES
11850'Ze8
9 0£8'LES
16 LOO'ZES
8 8€9'vES
99 181'GES
66 901'59%
96 851.'9e$

(oL)

Z8cs
2828
4 A
86 c$
1L28
tL 28
iLe8
ZLes
1LZ8
ILZS
o €S
ro €3
roes
€0 €S
€0 €S
€0 €S
06 5$
€0 €S
¥o €S
po€s

Wwes
o7 s
orzs
wres
o
Se s
oezs
892s
8928
S5 6%
89 Z¢

(6)

/5 suoneiedsy jfp UCL 18d

610 | ebeg
V-1 Mquyxg
aasiA3y

awiediaap

g8 ELS
gsELs
9B ELS
98 ELS
9B ELS
9 il
98 €18
98 LS
ggElS
98 ELS
g8 ElS
g8 €IS
98 Els
98 £1$
9B Els
g8 eLs
98 Els
sBels
98 ELS
98 ELs

ra4 2t
A L ]
Ak S
s JL
wrls
ZZris
ZZyis
ZZvis
Zris
Zeris
ZZyis

(8)
EIr

68 91$
6991%
69 915
6991%
¥8oL%
85 91$
85 9L$
85 918
gsos
85913
85 91%
06 91%
06 91$
06 91%
0691
06913
06 91%
LL6LS
06913
069t3
06 91%

96 914
69913
g991%
6991%
6991%
g5 o1s
L591%
85918
0691%
06918
11613
06 91%

(2)
Iz UoL 18d siey
uonepodsues |

L
9

08 ZE6'PLS'PS
8LvZZ'1zes
00 L¥2'EECS
6% ¥26'Z628
98 210'9Z2%
L2 296'T2ZS
1S vZ5'61ZS
S8 bZ'LETS
£5 508'22¢2$
Z8 ECR'EZZS
0z 1£9'2228
62 £21'0£28
vE GOE'9ECS
L2 ¥SZ'vETS
09 500'Z2Z$
20 0BY'vETS
1€ 6LZ'0ETS
08 129'Z€2$
8¢ Zoc'vEZD
£0 202228
L 185'9Z28

10 096°'861'Z$
0L 0€6'STTS
LY EVS'IETS
S.9€1'TETS
95 ZEE'EETS
v0 8€9'G2Z$
80 £0Z'vZZS
66 669'pLCS
e 618128
v0 291'7228
12 LI6'1EZS
16 6¥€'9223

{9)

J1 ebtiey]
uonepodsues |
oL

{2002/0£/9 01 900Z/L /L)

0L SE£8°022
GLescel
0L LI6'EL
08 8S6'EL
09 6LP'EL
S0 05¥'El
oz ivZ’cl
0z 0S6'EL
05 ovL'ElL
09 LOS'EL
OE Z¥L'EL
05 959'CL
0. 986'CL
0Z 198'CL
0L LEL'EL
00 218°C1
05 r2o'clL
05 192't1
GZ 898°Cl
56 BY'SL
0Z 90v'ct

08 ¥9E'LPL
09 8ES'EL
£6 8.8'cl
99 Z1B'E}
0L £96'El
9z Z19'El
€Y 225'El
8€ yOS'cl
S5 8621
09 Bri’cl
£l ¥EL'LL
SO ¥IS'EL

{s)
i suor

89Z7
601
St
9Ll
1111
SLi
St
Skl
€
€l
€l
Ziy
SL1
14
601
1410
€tl
Sk
1 43¢
(113
LEL

oEz'L
113
14
vl
Stl
43
133°
[43°
L0l
801
PLl
1113

Jspuny)| >oeig
Japuny] perg
Jepuny] speig
Jepuny | >peig
sapuny] speig
1apunyy xoeid
Jepuny] el
Japuny) sperg
1apuny) xpeig
Jepuny] peig
Jepuny | speig
sapuny} oeig
sepuny spelg
sepuny) 3oeig
Jepuny | yoeig
J3puny) yoeig
Jepuny] xoerg
Japuny] xoerg
Jepuny} xoeig
Japuny) xoelg

Iy ojeg
JAy 9jeg
1Ay ojeg
1Ay ajeg
JAvy sle8
JAy ojeg
JAy ojleg
JAy seg
JAy ojleg
My 09
JAy ofj2g

(€}
71 B0

ozoon1La
6100ML8
8100M118
100N118
8100N1.189
SL00NT1i8
Lo pplt:]
plive pplk:]
ZLoonLe
(410 pTl:|
0L0oN1L8
6000N118
8000M11a
400007149
2000N71149
s000N119
#000N1LE
£€000N118
2000Nn118
L00OMLE

LLOONTNVE
0LODNINVE
8000NTNVE
8000NTWVE
2000NTNVE
9000NTNYE
S000MNYE
Y002 VA
£000NTNVE
000N TNvea
00O IWvE

[t4]
rai
Jeuodsuel)

|ejoL qnsg €€
000 TE
o00ZEE  LE
200z Of
o000z &2
900Z/5Z77 BT
900Z/I0ZT LT
900ZBLIZ 92
900Z/LLZ ST
S00ZOLZ  VZ
200ZST €2
oo0zezn ZZ
o008/ VT
900TRLL 02
200Z/0Z/1 6l
900Z/LLL 81
o00ZIZLL L)
900Z/LLL Ol
900Z/8/l Sl
o00TPL  PL
ao0THIL €L
=0l qns Zi
Q00ZILERE LI
900Z/0E/E Ol
900Z/ISTE 6
o00ZRYE 8
oo0ZRere L
o00ZVT 9
9002 S
000zZ/ozIL b
ouoTTTL €
ocozZe\L 2
900z )
900Z O}

()

T seg

paddiys




QLETTIES 0178
1Z699'288 0LCS
€890L'268 0178
oLeLL'eEs 0128
6590L'2¢S 0228
g9S6B/ES 0L TS
IZSI0'vES  6v TS
80SKo'ZES 6ves
t1585ces 6v TS
e lo8'ces 6rIs
98"9r'52Ts
oL 9EV'EES 1978
PLESL'OES 1978
0998K'ZES FEZS
OSGLETES SETS
l5¢6E'628 €123
€L GBZ6Z8 €123
6099.828 ¢€LZ%
28 2¥1'0v8
lEiri'OVE  vBZS
62598'1S1$
88628 STTS
SOvZe'0ES SZ 2%
G865h'8Z8 1 T8
Zr6EL'Z98 ZESS
¥¢ ¥E0°'80ZS
g1 150'Z¥8 Z0€S
£€5G26'0vS 20ES
€E8/61¥S TOES
9L g2r'ovs ¢0¢s
€L 1ee'Ccrs 20¢s
{oL) (8
]S Suonjeiedey b uO] Jad
yswiedien(y

6o Z ebeg
L9 vonpa
3SIA3Y

oz ¥i$
oz ¥is
0Zvis
oz vis
oz
0Z 1$
o ris
0Z v1$
0Z ¥1$
oz vis

5SS P18
SSms
SSv1$
S5 s
SSvis
SS¥iS
GS pIS

vacLs

vrpLS
e pIS
A4}
v v1L$

g9 €ls
99 €IS
99 €ls
99 ELE
29 €1$

(8)
K lr

0691%
68 918
06 9IS
05918
05 91%
o118
g0 918
83918
g9 91$
6991$

06°918
ZzL8
Zz il
06 91%
o ois
60 91%
69 91$
89 91%

59918
69 91%

9C LIS
g9 9is
6991$
85 918
9. 618

89918
g9 91$
6991%
6991$
69918
89 91§

(2)

fZ Vol sod aey

uoneyodsuel |

60 S¥6'2EZS st gpl'el
16 Z10'9€T8 S0 0Z6'El
86 221'CeZ$ SS6eL'ClL
Ob \b2Z'9E2S S1560'v1
SS 660'ZELS SOvEL'EL
86 008'2£2% 00 €20'tL
95 152'92¢3% SZLIL'EL
£9 620612 SZ IEL'EL
8Z civ'szes oL L1S'EL
S8 812'222$ OL 219’1
10°08Z'PZ9'LS 0S Lb}'98
£l 1SL'GEES 8¢ €59'EL
0l gov'lECS G2 0BL'EL
9Z vri'Pees gL 9.8'€L
bl EVO'ZEZS gL rol'cl
00 B16'62C3 04 212'E)
58 B60'6ZZS SZezL'el
€6 665'52Z2$ 80 125'C)
56°059'6£Z% ZE 1Zi'rh
G6 0S9'SETS ZELZl'y
TL £96'C06S 94°980°Z9
99 6S2'LZZ$ 00 L6Z'EL
¥6 £8'aZes 0 eLi'el
05 197’0223 €T l62'E)
28 269°Z2¢Z$ €LE82'LL
89°666'8YL°1S 0¥ 992’89
vZ ZBE'ZEZS S 682Z68'EL
£9119'¢2Z$ GZ 1ES'EL
¥8 Z9L'LEZ8 S1B98'El
66 0ZZT'ETZ$ S0 8IE'cl
91 Z28'sECS 09 2€1'pL
(9) (s)
1 seq) /v suof
uoneuodsuel |
€101
{200Z/0€/9 0} 900Z/LO/L)

144
St
1413
oL
144’
=11
€l
60l
1143
443

£6L
1113
ril
St
141
1143
1113
1414

i}
FAq!

sy
(1113
1417
el
Sh

995
kil
(771
St
Gl
St

(v

sopuny | yoeig
sepuny) ypeig
sepuny ) xoeig
1epunyy sperg
Jepunyy yoerg
13puny speig
1epuny] xoeig
Jepuny | spe|g
sepuny | yoelg
33puny spelg

JAy =jog
1Ay ejleg
Ay ejjeg
Jhy eyjog
1Ay o9
1Ay 8)eg
sy o098

Youey sqooer

ojleqed
ojeqed
ojeqe)
ojeqed

Wnosg Jepuny ] yoeig
WNog Jepuny | yoeig
{Anog Japuny |, oeig
nog Jepuny | xoerg
1AN0S Jopuny | %oelg

{€)
71 WB0Go

oeoonLs
62001189
8zooNn114a
Zzooniige
9200118
SZ00oNLE
¥zoonige
£200n114
Zeoonnig
LeooniLe

2LOONTNVE
L10JMTNVE
2L00NINva
S100MNve
FI0ONTNVE
€L0ONTAIVE
Z10oMINve

HOOONTIr

YOOIV
€000NIVI
000NV
L00DNTVYI

S000N1as
#000N18S
£000N18S
2000N149s
LoooN1as

(2)

1 al
Jspodsuer )

900Z/ETIS ¥9
g900Z/9LS €9
S00ZISLS 79
S00ZIELIS 1O
000Z/es 09
900Z//S 69
900ZIOElY 85
o00ZSTUY IS
o00z/aLY 95
Q0OULLY S5
ImoL Qng ps
900ZZIO €9
90019 26
900Z/LTUS 1S
900ZNTS 05
°00ZZLY 6F
900ZYLr 8
o00ZILY IV
8002 OZ
1oL ans 9p
900Z/oE  SP
9oL 9SS ¥b
900Z/eTE £V
9002LZE 2V
900ZIZeT
00T OF
InoL ang 6¢
900Z/8LIE  6F
S00Z/OLIE L€
o00ZELE 9K
900Z7ZLIE SE
900Z/0LE  PE
(1)
T eeg
peddiyg




ISESI'ES LTS Fa: g4k 1 WAL £€ 050'9rZS 8. 8Z0'¥L Sil 1Ay sjjeg ¥YZ200NTNvE 900ZM8  S6
g.e51'8e$ LTS zavis VS llS 88 ¥10'ores Or 820'vL gL Ay oleg €200NTNVYE 900ZYZ/L 6
9szL'ies s e ris PGS LLS og LPE'ErZS o8 v/8'ct it Ay =ieg ZZ0ONTAYE  Q002/eL/L €6
65590'8e8 TLZ$ carvis ¥S {18 1S syZ'syes 8 086'CL Sil JAY ejleg I20ONTAVYE 200Z/94/L 26
£8550'8Es TL TS 8 s ¥S5 119 L¥ S6¥'sZe €6 /66'CL Sil Iy ajeg 0200NINveE 900Z/6/L 18
GZasL'eEs ¢1T8 8 vis ¥S 21$ 9z 1e6'shes € 0Z0'vL Sl 1Ay eljog 8LOONTNVYE  9002/\/L 06
5002 OF
9% ¥81'S8Z% c6'9LS ¥ Iv2'lve')S 96'Z28L'60) 06 |®nolLang &8
ocesL'ors 1828 L IS r AL 0L LEL'L¥TS €S BED'PL ol youey sqoder 6002NTYr  900Z2/62/9 99
9L 1EESES 16CS e IS Zc LS 8¢ 290'222¢% 16 I8L'EL 601 youey sqooer 8000NTHr 900Z/02/8 IS
66890'9E$ B5¢CS (R4 8 68 91% £90.6'seZs 60 Z96'El Sl Lpouey sqooer 2000NTHr S00Z/LES 98
06980PES 6578 LE LS 06 91$ iy 118'ZZz8 81 SOL'EL 20l Youey sqooer 800DNTHr  900Z/9T/S 68
09 €Eco'ses 658 IE PLS 0591¢% 86 269'9¢22S 82 1ES'CL bLL youey sqooer SO0ONTHr  900Z/6LIS V8
pLOZZ'SES 95Z% LE ¥LS 68913 90 ZEP'0EZS P 6E9'EL €Ll youey sqooer wooonyr 00T €9
09896'26e8 BECS 5841 6991% ¥5 B0S'1£79 00 618'¢1 SiL youey sgooer 000NN 9S00Z/ET 28
ZL189'Zes e IE 1S 6391% gL Z1L8'62Z% IS EL2'EL 141" youey sqooer 2000NTdr - S0QZSHY 18
96'089'29% $6°91% S0 Z6S')LV$ 0€°e08°22 6zT I=mol Qng 09
€Ze18'/eS 6928 ZSvis r4 AV AR ¥l 0£9'LYZS ZE €L0'PL Sl ojjeqed 900DNTvDd  900ZHET/9 6L
¢l 89.'628 oL Z$ Z5vis 6991% 16 192'622% 86 692'€) 1418 ojleqed S002NIVD a00e/Ey 8L
69 9160828 S0 21% 88 990'Z69'1LS 01°768°96 961 ||oLqng 22
09 zes'ers 21 €% SO LS Zclis 6€ 862'gE2$ S0 898'€l rLL ynog Japuay) yoeyg ZLaonigs 9002/6¢/19 9L
66 BEP'ZYS LI €% S0 vL$ rAA AL 92 Z9Y'0ELS Sy ¥eE'tl oLt NoS Jepunyl ye|g LLoonNgs 9002/l G
65 9L2'EVS A 5 SovLS e Ls 0L €22'2E28 Sy 8LL'EL €l Uinos Jspuny | oeig oLo2Ngas 900Z/61L/18 VL
ZZoLe'vPE 1L €S Sovis [ AL ] 0 905'crze 09 6EL'PL oaLi ynog JSpunyt oelg 600DNTLES 9002519 €1
IrB6eL'O¥S GEZ$ SO LS 06 91% Z5 ¥eo'Zres Ot p2ZE'Vl 191 WNog Jepunyl xoeld  8000NTLES 90026 2L
GiSTL'BES SBZS SovLS 06 91% € 111'6T28 0L 009°EL Zll Bnog Japunyy xoelg 2000N119s 9002 L2
866/C'0es 928 SO vis g99Ls 88 £22'0eTe Si 664'¢et €ii yinog sepuny | xoerg 800oNIqs o000z 0L
8.1 095'¥29% £691% 86 LI¥0sz'es $9°668'L61 £8%°1 9oL qng 69
S8 Z0B'LYS ZOES 0z vis rA VAL 1S 081'geZ¢ 08 998'¢1 il Japuny] xoetg ¥EOOMILS  900Z0L9 99
ocoLZZYS ZOES oz ¥is rr VAT 19 vZo'ovee 06 ¥e6'cl Sl Jepuny| 3oeig €E0ON1d 900ZAOLS 29
o8 6O'L\PS  COES [+ 74 4 & Zc LS 29 65)'.€Z8 Sk 0LL'EL €Ll Japuny peg ¢e00oN1La 200Z/99 99
6L 6Z¢'6E$S <TOES oz ri$ Zelis 88 ¥96'cZZ$ SS ¥00'El 01 Japumj] oe|g LE0ON1LE 900zl S9
(1]0) (8) (-} V3] (9) (s) ) (€) (2) (1)
/5 SuoneEieday fr Wldd K If IZ uolJed ey [TLLT 0] T sw|o1 T ae) 7 UiBug var noea
wewiedionsy uonepodsuel | uoneyodsue | Jo ON Japodsues ) paddiys
1e1o.L
{200Z/0£/0 O 900Z/V0/1)
640 £ abed
291 nqiyx3

Q3sIA3Y



vt 28T'6ES
29 1SLLYS
8€ 116'8ES
16 612268

99 ¥29'CH1$
6¥ 2€9'26$
GS FBl'ecs
15 zq8'2¢e8

6V ore'1Lzs
0t 961'9v$
08 09¥'S¥$
82 £ES'9VS
0. BOE'9F$
¥S 00Z't8
8 GPL'EPS

10°188'91ZS
L8 9EP'EVS
85 6LE'EYS
SZ 069'Ers
¥6 669'EYS
SE 8ZL'TYS

0£°009'€)98
LP £PO'6CS
2L 216'6E8
6€ 0.Z'8ES
6% 169'6€$
8F 155'6ES
88 gb5' €8
Ol S91'8c$
S.901'2€3
ot £91'9E$
10 GG1L'SES

(ov)

6 )o i efied
-1 hauyx3
Q3SIATY

2623
86 Z§
878
882Zs

oLz
oLzs
oLzZS

ot €$
oces
oges
LEES
6L €S
T

0z ES
60 ¢d
60 ES
oL €%
60 €$

Z8es
28723
€8s
€8 es
€02¢
U
ZLZ3
LTS
LS
TLZS

(8)
/5 suoqeieday i UL Jod
jswAiedionp

¥a 1S
o L1$
¥S LIS
ve L1$

S 118
¥ 1S
¥s L1LS
S LS8

19118
G911$
9 218
S9.1$
- AR
bsLllg
14 A%

9g L1LS
= AR
s 18
PG LLS
PS8
S LIS

5218
P9 LL8
vo LIS
G 21%
= A S
S8 LIS
¥S L8
5 4%
¥ L8
PSS LS
¥S L3

)

fg Uo] Jad ajey
uogepodsuel|

I{ suoL =8
jJo ON

ba LZp'ZEZS Z6 ZLL'E)L
¥E 201'I¥2TS £L 900’1
6. 9LV'2£23 16 8ES'EL
s 226'922$ 68 I£6'ZL
¥6 L06°LEL% 89 PL0ZP
\8 I5L'¥res 9z 0Z6'c)
61 9268'LbZS v0 2E1'PL
¥B £28'Sv2s 8t L10'YL
Z8 Le2'99%)8 96 8ZT'e8
68 0Z6'91Z8 G0 £66'EL
£Z B¥0'Sres SE bLL'EL
68 ZES'BYZS 06 180'PL
Z1 908" LvTS 00 Z10'YL
1 6v8'2vZs St 8va'El
TZ L0 1578 OF BIS'EL
8L L80ZZT' 1S $Z 16969
bl G0Z'6E28 Ob PSS'SL
50 LI5'S¥ES S9 £00'PL
£9ELLFES 05 sZL'rL
62 92V LbZS S S0L'vL
10 501'2bT% SE B08'EL
S 988'Y16'CS 00°9L2'722
¥Z 119128 £0 E0'FL
LL ¥SL'EPZS 84 182°EL
50 652'6£2% 8 8ZS'EL
88 Z1E'Lves £B ZIO'YL
99 £/6'0PT3 S¢ 966'CL
05 208'1vZ$ 9z £82'C1
86 952'6kTS g1 BO0'PL
tY 9156823 8¢ 859'EL
8. 008'GHZS 82 L10'FL
19 £10'9vZ8 0Z 920'¥1
{(9) {s)
1 obleq)
uoneuodsuel |
|0l
(£00Z/0E/0 O3 SOOZ/LO/L)

(41
Stl
(A
201

ave
St
FA13
9t

89
St
vil
St
SLl
1447
L

£ls
r4%%
Sl
git
115
141

18t

Sil
141
Ll
Skt
Sl
viL
Sii
€l
St
gl

12

Youey sqoder
youey sqooer
yousy sqooef
youey sqooer

ojleqed
ojleqen
olleqe)

Lnog Jepuny ] xoelg
Wnog Jepuny ¥oelg
Wnog Jepuny| YoRIg
WNog Jepuny | Xoeig
WO Japunyt YOBig
Lanog Japuny) xoe1g

Japuny) yoeig
Jepuny) xoeg
Japuny] yoeig
Jepuny oeig
Jepuny | xoeg

My gjieg
My ajjleg
Iy oo
Ay sjeg
Jhy slieg
iy o9
Ay sjjag
1Ay efleg
iy ayed
Ay ejjeg

eLOONTYr
Zroondr
LLoonTur
0L0DN e

6005MIVD
8000NTvD
L000NTvd

gLoon1as
iodn1as
9100n18s
sio0onas
rioomas
€Loonas

6ECONLA
8e00N11a
2800118
9£00ML8
$e00N7118

PEOONTING
€ECONTAVA
Zeoonjueq
LE0ONINYE
0E0ONTWVE
6200NTAva
9200NTNvVE
LZOOMTNvE
SZOOMAVE
SZOONTNVE

{z)
na
Jayodsues |

9S00/ L1/6
9002/6/6
9002/8L/L
0002/6/L

I®jol qng
900Z2L/8
900z/kre
Q00 L2IL

[0l qns
900ZIvZI6
200z/2t/6
900Z/8L18
900Z/0L/8
9002/S1iL
800c/a/L

iwo) qng
2002/82/6
900z
900Z/¥L/8
900Z/L8
9002/6T/L

IRjol gng

A3
LA
74
141

174
(743
749
ozl

6Lt
8L
L4}
11
Sii
1447
€L

r443
LEL
0Lt
601
801
£01

901
S0
oL
€0l
col
101
00}
66
g6
16
96



26 aSr'Trs
Lb LEV'EYS

6L 992'012Z%
LE£TE6VS
€8 LL1'8¥3
¥L1 B9E'9SS
98 969'95%

66°58L'1¥2S
9 £EL'0ES
Z9 118083
60 L¥L'0ES
pb 8£L'6Z8
60 9¥0'LES
10 £T8'SHS
Pl LEO'PIS

8. 886'568$
22 ov6'res
90 G29'¢eS
¥S ZSL'VES
Zr Ze8'res
26 ZSL'vES
A XA A A
€5 /56'Zh8
S6 ZL9'Z¥S
95 Zva'Zrs
L6 €0L'6VS
£0£.8'6p8
¥9 21£'0G8
69 /1£'08%
9z 299'0s$

ve 9ZT' 1918

(o)

0¢€s
0o ES

(6)

9T ris
SZ ¥i$

08 €LS
ogelLs
08 €18
08 ELS

85 #1$
85 s
85 r1$
g5 v1s
8svig
s vis
85 viS

o ris
9z ris
9z ri$
9Zms
9z ris
9Z 1§
g vis
9z vis
9z ris
9Z 18
SZvis
oz ris
9z s
9z rL$

(8)

S suoqeieddy fy wolidd & LT

6 J0 g abed
L) uaquyg
a3siA3Y

wswiediond

ZELLS
o FAR

65 L1$
ZELLS
e L18
98 L1$
98 LIS

0L L18
6L91%
6L01$
6L 918
6L 918
6.91$
L AL
o8 1%

e LS
6L9O1$
6L91%
6L 91$
6.91$
6LO1S
EE 1%
£E LS
POWAE
ceLls
98 1%
98 1t%
98 L1$
98 218
98 L1$

69 21$
{1)

Z oI Bg aey

uoneyodsues |

L2 19'6EZS 95 IFB'E)
£0 02} 'SPTS Py ozL'El
8L 0S6'LIES S8 189'5S
vLy0L'2rZS S 0L0'pL
¥Z €20°2£T8 5t S89'E)
FA L WA 04 6l8'cl
89 ZZZ'oszs S8 900'P1
S0 LLZ'9P9'LS 05 Z6Z'9%6
12 ¥85'6Z¢S S0 SL9C)
£8 S66'vEZS 05 G66'E1
59 Z9Z'6223 0sS Z69'cl
L2 SYo'g9ees S9 00S'€L
91 156'6E2$ St 6¥0'PL
Tl ova'srzs G5 888'E}
IZ BLB'BEZS 0B 0EV'E}
S6 £85'0.C°CS £8°028'¥5})
LT LEZ'CETS €T LEB'EL
98 60€'2£2% g1 9E1'rL
£0 £28'0c2% 80 SPL'ElL
58 98E°LETS 08 LLL'EL
99 80.'0£2% €l BELEL
8L G91'8EZ¢ €8 LILEL
£L948'2vTs 06 SLO'FL
¥S €£8'0vES €8 S06'E1
L €TI'CHTS 0Z 9001
ZC L9L'eves 00 LpO'El
08 ¥66'2p2% 86 Z88'cl
66 v1L8'6PZS €€ 986'CL
yocLL'sPTs £F £868°ClL
L\ 609'L6Z$ G6 /80'FL
LLBLE'EPES 08 §99'¢9
{9) {s)
I ﬂw.—U JI sSuUol
uoneyodsues |
jeot
(200210519 03 900Z/LVL)

Fil
€l

6s¥
atl
et
St
SiL

961
131
Sl
€hl
€Ll
2133
193
(333

zo9')
144
9Ll
1111
144
gl
1493
Sk
SLL
St
€Ll
Sk
SLl
Sil
Sii

{p)
it s
0 ON

olleqed
olleqed

YINOS JapuniE| Xoelg
YiNog Jepuny | xoerg
YIN0S Jepuny| yoelg
An0g sepuny | yoeig

Japunyy oeig
Jopuny] xoeig
J8puny spe1g
Jepuny) ¥oeig
1epuny] yoerg
Jepuny] xoeig
sepuny] spe1g

1Ay oyeg
My sjeg
1ky ajag
JAy ejleg
JAy ajeg
JAy ojeg
1Ay ojjeg
Ay opeg
Jiy ojjeg
Iy ojjeg
My aleg
Jhy 2lleg
JAy eea
JMy ojjeg

LOONTVO
0L0oNTVD

geoonias
Leoonas
ozoonas
6L02N19S

8r00N118
SHOoNLg
PrOOMLE
£p00N18
ZroonLg
HWoonia
oroonNLg

8P0ONTNVE
LPOONTNVE
SHOONTNYE
SY0ONINvA
FOONINVE
EP0ONTNVYE
Zr0ONMNve
HOONNve
oroONTAVE
6€00NTWYE
8E02NTNVE
LEODNTNVE
902N TWVE
SE00MINvE

°00ZvIL L

85l

900Z/92/0%  2G1
IejoL qng 9G|
o00TCLILL S5
S00Z/viLL VS
900Z/ZTLIOL €51
900201 251
IejoL qng LGL
o00Z/I6LTL 0G4
000Z/9ZZL 6bl
900Z/LLEL 8YL
900ZILIZL LYl
900ZILIZL 9Pl
900Z/PLIOL St
o00ZVi0L b1
IB30L QNS €L
900ZHTTL THL
°00ZPLIZL LY
900Z/6ZL Ot
900Z/LZL  6E)
S00ZNZL  SBEl
900Z/cTILL €1
S00Z/0Z/LL 9EL
S00Z/0L/LL SEL
900Z/E/LL L
800Z/9Z/0L £E}
900Z/8LI0L  ZEL
900Z/9LI01  LEL
900Z/6/0L  OEL
900Z/ZOL B2
900Z OF
oL ang gzL
(1)
i oEg
paddiys




86 0Z.'L¥$

05°22¢'06$
P pEL'OES
96 608'0€$
1B Zew'ezs

9Z'¥8L'901LS
16 2¥i'S1S
11 801'9L%
¥6 1€6'GLS
Sy £1€'028
o9y 982'1zs
L9 GEE'LLS

19 £e6'ares
59 Lvl'Zrs
€L EEL'ZVS
89 ¥08'8rs
Za z29'vi$
56 £ZY'GYe
o £15'2rs
TOB0L'LYS
g8 rrZ'Zrs

8L 998'0948
£€ €61'928
76 £61°'92%
6. 9r'ces
LE 958'eed
LE VELIPS

02189'0LLS
8€ L2V'SES
£661E°CHS

(oL}

90 €3

€28
0€zs
8023

LS
pL LS
bt 1S
PR AT
w1s
SCIs

88¢s
66 ¢$
LLES
EvES
Zees
rZes
60 €S
0L €3

1818
81%
v s
orZs
623

vs Z$
L0€$

(6)

1S suoijgiedey Jjy uo] Jog

640 9 abed
£-v-1 Q3
a3asIAIY

wawdediaap

(§ & 431

ge 618
8t S1$
8E S51s

¥ 4-1% 5
¥ 4-1% 5
(YA
(418
(¥ 4:1% 4
(¥41%

E S
LEPIS
LEPLS
LEVIS
Ev18
LEVLS
LEPIS
E¥LS

6 pris
Z6vis
6 YIS
6ris
6 vis

g vis
9 ris

(8)
K IF

9 LIS

19218
89 213
89 21
or L1$

a¥ 218
S€ 1S
se s
GE LIS
89 LI$
89 113
b L3

65 218
Se 1S
og L1$
0818
62 21%
69 L3
19 218
o 413
P 418

wTLS
6L91%
6.918
£€ L1$
CE LIS
9@ U8

ZE 118
0g9lLs
Ze 118

(2)

[cuwrBgoiey

uoneyodsues |

85 BOY'8EZS P0 €SO'EL
19 6¥6'VILS 59 909'0F
0f S62'CEZ$ S0 ZEL'EL
S 098'05Z$ 08 96¢'¢l
L1 182'TvTs 08 L29'C)
Sr 89l LIv'LS 0Z 951'v8
96 tS5l'oves ob LYa'ElL
18 818'vbes 00 201'¥}
ISSLLVErES S8 ZLO'VL
0S 9vE'SpEs 05 9.9'€1
19 868'657% S0 Liv'Yl
¥6 9£8'LZS oF L¥8'EL
80°699°706'}$ SYic1'80L
£0 620'SPZS 8l L2L'vL
60 Z92'vvZ$ 8L £0t'¥L
GO LP6'22Z$ SG bOL'El
ZEObL'LETS 89 £Z0'C1
¥0 Z96' L1923 G9 089'clL
€ L28'0cZS 06 60L'EL
1S 1L00'ZeZs SE 98TC)
GB PEE'BEZS 80 9v9'€}
I9'VIT'VOZ' 1S 9z 9£6'69
P8 C6LPEZS ¥E LBB'EL
£6 082'pEZS £ 086'Cl
69 9vL'0bes 9L Z69'CL
¥6 SL0'PPES €8 G80'FL
1T LEB'6YTS 06 ¥66'ClL
¥t ££¢'v968 91 029's9
98 rog'vees 6Z ZIB'EL
vZ ¥L9'PveS 98 €ZL'¥L
{9) (s)
-1 7V SudL
uoneuodsues |
[=LT8
(200Z/0€/0 01 500Z/10/1)

cil

(43"
144,

oleqes

yINog Japuny ) yoeig
WINoS Japuny] oeig
WINog Jepuny | yoelg

sepuny speig
Jepuny) oeig
Japuny) yoeig
Japuny| yoeig
Jepuny| xoeig
Japuny) yoerg

My sleg
JAy aog
1Ay oleg
JAy dij2g
Jv sjeg
My ajjeg
Ay ojleg
JAy ejjeg

youey sqooer
youey sqooer
youey sqoder
youey sqooer
youey sqooer

ojjeqed
ojleqed

(€)
T uBig

1000NTVYD

€000Mas
2000N78S
LoooNnT8s

2000N118
S000N119
¥000N118
€000N148
Z£o0on118
LO0ONLE

8000NTNG
000N 1NE
9000NTNvVE
S00JNTAVYE
¥000NTWVvE
£000MINve
Z00DMAvE
L00DNTNVE

gLoonTar
2100nN7dr
9LooNTdr
Sto0oNr
¥LOONTHEr

€100NTVI
Z10oNTvD

(2)
1 al
Jepodsum |,

L00ZIS/, 881
|10l qng gl
loozoere  9sy
002k  SB)
2002Z/5/L 8L
I®olLang £81
100Z0VE 81
L00TLE 8L
Lo0gree 08l
LooziLere 6L
o0zreere 8Ll
ooTen L
IejoL ans 9L}
loog/oze St
200evriie vl
looziLie L1
ooTue 2l
ooz L
Loozeey oL
Lo0T/BLY B9
100Z/4L B9l
Z00Z O}
180l ang /9t
900Z/6LEL 991
9002/LL2L 591
9002/8¢T/LL P9I
900Z/1E/LL €91
900Z/Ce/oL 29l
5oL Qs L3l
900Z/SE/CL 091
900Z/EL/LL 65t
(1)
il 9Eg
peddiyg




sLLrt'ors
8L L¥E'0rs

ze'eve'vels
IS L0E'9Zs
G2 ZOE'9ZS
€5 0£5'9Z%
87 625'02%
96 082'cZS
ZI SSh'ZeS
69 8Y5'cES

98°2L0'86E%
90 6pS'0ES
€0 811'053
G GBZ'0ES
€0 619'0€$
66 £59°0E$
£E PG OES
¥e 862563
ZB EL6'SYS
ZE LiS'9ES
SZ 689'PES
S8 SET'LES
£ GeC'1ES

I8 L6)'88¢CS
20 92e'1v$
£0 9Z¢" 193
80 609'0¥$
0S 909'0¥S
09 €65'EVS
¥Z 8Z6'0FS
€9 91168
89 0v6'crd

{ot)

1828

g8 is
88 is
83 1§
28 1%
591§

ores

FA R4
FAN A
FANA
FANA
PR A
i es
1,24
yo e
€128
0s2s
gceg
8z2z3%

G623
G628
S6 ¢S
G578
9z €%
90 £$
s
éces

(6)

v vig

96 1S
96 ¥i$
96 ri$
96 1S
98 1S
96 ri$
96 v1$

8L 5LS
gL GiLs
81 G1s
g1 51%
8l Gl$
gl 51%
8l SIS
8l SIS
8L SL$
Bt SIS
81 G\$
21 618

(8.4 4%
(34 4%3
(8 2 4%
W is
3 2 481
Iy ¥is
i
(1.8 4%

(8)

G subneiedsy jp uolldd R IT

6o 2 abed
2-v-11 g3
a3siAgY

wewiedierp

St 18
¢ L18

S6 918
E891$
84918
£39(%
ceas
0aol$
S LS
SE LIS

85 21$
SE L1$
SE 1S
SE LIS
SE LIS
SE LIS
SE LIS
89 LIS
8818
16 LIS
69218
9r LIS
L

0o°L1S
SE LIS
SE LIS
SE LIS
9t 418
69 l1$
S L1$
[4: 1%
6L L18

(2)

T U5 Jed siey

uogeuodsueas |

¥8 )83'0vz$ 01298t}
¥8 195'0vZs 0L Zog'cL
15°156'659'LS ot 186°16
06 0£8'sEZ$ 8L 0L0'P}
80 ¥89'GEZS 8Z 000V}
98 #8'2£23 €S 5621'vi
19 166'1£2Z8 £y BEL'VL
98 182'vE2$ 00 Zbi'vL
99 000'6EZS 0z SPS'EL
8 L19'2p28 S/ TBA'EL
8¢ ¥SP'rie TS TT SSL'S9)
L2 TZE'brEs vE 1L80'PL
00 266'0VZS . 068°CL
98 9ZZ'ZrZs 59 096'El
LE 6¥L'OvES 16 €8L'VI
¥9 S08'PHZS 98 ZLL'vL
22 ¥OS'bves 99 260'71
0 Z9€'6vZS 8F 00L'vL
SO /¥B'IET3 P SPa‘ZL
9. 910'0¥TS S0 LOP'S)L
SS /86'v¥eS LL £S8'EL
£€ LyL'6E2S €8 r69'cl
£} €29'6E2% Bl £52'E)
by 2E8'281°28 LB0SY'1Z)
85 0Z¥'ChZs 9¢ 820'v1
0L BL¥'EvES 9Z 8Z0'v1
¥E 290'6E2S S8 GLL'EL
20 LIB'8ETS 08 65L'C)
S0 000'SEZS S 99Z'cl
99 GLL'CETS le Z9g'cl
59 /GB8'vEZS 16 06S'ZL
€v 1/8'0cZ3 LLGL6'T
(9) (s)
7l stieg) i suo]
uogeyodsue) |
|10}
(200Z/0¢79 01 90GZ/LO/L)

141
144,

808
Sii
St
gLt
°1 33
9t
St
13°

£a¢e’)
ol
142°
SLi
L1
19
21
193
Sk
19
il
gLl
434

gz0't
14
214
1447
1 42°
33°
£k
Sl
€Lt

(¥)
v se3
J0 ON

Jepunyy yeg

1Ay elleg
JAy syeg
Ay oRg
JAy oleg
JAy oeg
Jy oflog
1Ay ejjog

youey sqooer
youey sqooer
youey sqooer
youey sqooer
youey sqooer
youey sqooer
youey sqoder
youey sgooer
YouRY sqooer
youey sqoder
youey sqooer
youey sGooer

ojleqan
ofjeqed
ojleqe)
ofleqe)
ojleqe)
ojjeqes
olleqe)
ofleqed

(€)
[T

Zooonnia

S100NTNve
¥LOONTNvE
£100NTWYE
ZL0ONMINve
LLOONTNVE
0L0ONTNvE
6000NTNVE

Z1o0onur
LLooNTr
oroonTyr
6000NTdr
2000NWr
L0020
9000NHr
S000N1Ar
YOOONTHF
€000NTr
cooonr
0O Ar

6000MTVI
000N VY
L000MWD
9000MIVD
S000NTVD
¥00DONTVYD
£000NMIVD
002NV

(2)

1 Qi
Japodsues ]

150l qng

oze

Loozier 612
I®oLqns 81T
00Z/0E/9  LIE
L00Ze 9LZ
L0029 SiZ
00Kkl PiZ
0TS €1e
L00Z”2Lr ZiT
00Tl LT
1002
1eeLqng oL
L00zZrpTEe 602
100Z/S2E 802
00Z8LE  LOT
L00T/LHE 902
L00TLLE  SOT
Looese  voT
loozmere €02
L0020z 20T
Looesie 102
LOOZ/LLE 002
L00Z€LL 661
100Z/8/) 861
1ejolL gnsg 26}
Loozrze 96l
L002/9L/Ee  S6l
L00zZeie  vBl
60Tk €6l
00T 261
L00zreeiE 161
200z e/l 061
L00Ci0LIL 681
(1)
neeqg
paddiys




gESS0'0ES  SLZ$
Z9€600ES L1 2%
89 16L'6Z8 SI1Z8
66.08'9Z¢ 1618
£0228'928 0613
vo€c08'9Z¢ Z61S
osvZe'9ZS 061$
950PE'9ZS 7619
¥ZO8Z8'9ZS 061%
p0292€Z$ 6913
lrl0'ees 0228
99 260'/¢8 0173
rsi0'8es 018
pTEZRIES 0128
Tr080'ges  6972%
lEG58'IES 0L2%
SL16T'ETTS
OLEPL'SZS R LS
peZES'SZS S9LS
696524528 €013
90 €96'G2¢ oL
S69G'ZZE 1918
80225228 191%
PEEZL'ZZS 1918
18 656P'BLS OIS
09 ¥S0'cEs SEZ¢$
69 £er'ons
ZovS1'6ES 6928
l68zZL'0vS 88723
{01} (8)
75 SUonERdsy 77 UOL ®d
wawiediaad

640 g ebed
Lyl vapa
a3sIA3Y

o9 ¥is
99 LS
99 ri$
99 ¥i$
WP vis
0
99 is
-3 411
o9 ¥ig
99 piS
99 1S
99 viS
99 vis
29 piL$
0 vis
99 rig

00 S1$
0061%
00SIS
006GL$
00 SIS
006SLS
00513
0osSis
006G1S

s
rrvis

(8)
eIr

08NS
L2918
08918
45918
G5 o1$
L5018
95 913
25913
55918
SEols
SE 1S
SE LLS
gt LIS
SE LIS
St 11§
SE LIS

11918
P8 oIS
Seals
EgoLS
€8 91$
09918
09 91$
L9 0§
or9ls
Se LIS

sc'lls

SE LIS
SE LIS

(2)

2 uor od wiEy

uogepodsues)

86 86£'6EZS £S5 L10'F)
20 £99'8€7$ €9 \ET'VI
16 B16'ZeTs b O8°CL
o6 coz'zees 806LO'YL
£0 0Z8'cees 80 ¥ZL'¥L
£0££8'1€2% £1 086'EL
Z6 ¥09'ceTs 1S 80L'rL
21 182'122% 18 SPL'El
66 L.Z8'EETS S6 0EL'Vl
£8 250'52Z8 Ll BBL'EL
8Z ¥Z0's¥rZs 98 0ZL'vl
08 95'8£2$ £e6rL'EL
18 6894'vrTS 0L €0L'¥}
08 8ZE'EreS 8L ZZ0'vl
vt 8aL'SKes 66 LEL'VL
6T S0E'rPZs 0Z 080'FL
99 S66'ZHL'TS 16 910'9Z1
€6 905'SETS €€ 886'E}
59 98Z'ZET$ SO 8L'C)
180L1'962S Ol £50'¥L
90 £06'2£2% SPEEL'R
L} ge8'Cees 08 SZ0'vL
B8 8.£'2€2$ £G VGB'C)
Z9099'cces 98 610'F)
£Z Lor'9Zes 18 VES'EL
G0 68S'EPTS ZL BLO'YL
L} BEZ'vEYS 9L 906'LZ
9FZ 288'6E2% SS0LL'EL
S8 L5T'SPTS 0Z 91 'L
(9) {s)
1 oe) Ji suol
uonepodsuel )
el
{200Z/0€/9 01 900Z/L VL)

- 14"
oLl
19
oLl
o1l
otlL
gl
1433
19
1 411
9L
141"
9l
9l
9l
9t

8€0°})
113
ril
St
9l
Sii
Sii
9l
otL
217}

0ez
1411
9Ll

¥
v sigg
J0 ON

youey sqooer
youey sqooer
youey sqooer
youey sqover
yousy sqooer
youey sqoder
youey sqaoer
youey sqooep
youey sqooer
yousy sgooer
Youey sqooer
youey sqoder
youey sqooer
youey sqooep
youey sqooer
yousy sqooer

oileqed
ojleqed
ojleqed
oleqed
olleqed
ojeqed
ojjeqeD
ojleqen
oljeqeD

LAnog 1epuny | ¥oeig
WNoS J8puny | Xoe|g

(€)
e

8z0onur
Lzoondr
9zooN
S2ooN e
¥2ooNur
£20oNTYr
Z2ooNTdr
200Nl
ozZoonmur
6100NTAEr
8LoONTYr
LLO3NTHr
9LooATr
SIOONTr
proonr
cIoonTr

gL00NTWO
LLOOMIVD
OLOONTVI
SLOONIVO
00NV
€100NVO
Z10oNvO
LLODMIVD
OLOONMTVD

$000N19S
#000N19S

t4]
nda
Japodsues |

00ZrZZn
1002029
100z/L9
Lo0zZssers
1002/02/5
L00Z/OLIS
L0020L/S
L002/5/5
L00Z7eIS
Loozreeivy
L002/Sey
LoozEeiv
L0028y
L00TivLiv
LooZielv
00T/ iy

=01 qng
L00TLLD
L002/9L19
100zZH0L9
L00Z/L19
L00TveiS
L00TELS
L00ZxE/S
oLy
L00z/en

Imo} qng
LOOZTELIY
LO0Z 1Y

(1}
71 91g
paddiyg

vee

g€ee
F 444
Y44



65 024 Jo efiteyd jeod uszoy s8PNPX3 /L

L2 805'¢$ jo efieyd |eoo uazoy sapnEx3 /9

() uwnjod x () uwnE) /5

() uwnNod - (1) uwnjod 2

8 |1 X 1~y MUyXT 3SIATY Wy SIS0 ajqeusA o) [enbe spjoysauy ] [euosapsunr /¢
(5} uwnie) + (g) LWNPD /2

YNOS JSpuny | Xoelg 200 PUe Japumy] M¥oBig SO 104 51e0 ejeaud Ui Jed Jad SUC) pasIAB PUB SaX8pUl 9OTE PasiAAl Jo aSn 8L epnou SUcISIASY I LON

¥S S18'6Y5'8% 1saia)ul WRIAA suoneiedey

¥E £95'TL1'8% 9T 915'0ZE'ZSS 90 ¥BETYO'E Flirqrd TVLOL ANVHD 252
I8 1L18'0E58 88913 L 912'520'V$ 94 '6EV'8ET S96') oL gQng LSz
»6 ¥BO'0ES L1 Z$ 99 ¥13 FYR-1E 5 ¥8 1G2'8EZ8 Z0 8EZ'FL ol youey sqooef 8200MYr 002679 0ST
{01) (6) (@) (2) (9) (%) {r) € {2) ()
jGsuoneleday A wlied K Ir 7 uolledeomy i sbieq) i suo] i se) T UG it a I oeq
juswAedier) uonepodsuel | uogepodsues | jo ON Jepodsuel paddiys
g0l
(200Z/0€/9 01 900Z/LOVL)
6 J0 g ebed
27911 vquyxgy

Q3SIAIY



EXHIBIT II-A-8
REDACTED
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Exhibit [I-A-9
Page lof 3

Item: 4140-E
Itm Desc: MO, Ladue (Henry County)

UP111
l | I | l | Montrose Generating Station

Unit Coal Trains from SPRB to Montrose Generating Station,
Ladue (Henry County), MO

Feor billing purposes use the followiag rate anthorily: UF 111-4140-E

STCC/GROUP STCC DESCRIFTION

11 Coal

Prices are subject to Fuel surcharges

GENERAL RULE ITEM 4140 ( Revision A)
Railroad's Cycle Time Estimate in Shipper Owned or Leased Equipment 1s 138 hours, subject to terms and conditions
in Item 300 of Circular LP 111

Mimimum Volume Requirement fur Option 2 rates s the greater of either Y5 percent of Net Tons received at Montrose
Generaung Station, Ladue (Henry County). MO from Campbell and Converse Counties in Wyonung via all modes of
transportalion, or [,600,000 Net Tons annually The maximum volume that Railroad wilt transport under this item 1s
2,100,000 Net Yons annually

GENERAL RATE APPLICATION RULES FOR ITEM 4140-E

1 Tree ume to unload will be 6 hour(s)
2 Mileage allowance payment on private equipment will not apply

3 “prce applies in shipper owned or leased equipment

APPLICATION AND RATES

COLUMN | RATE APFLICATION RULES

2 Rates are in U S dollars Per Net Ton

Subyect to 8 mimmum lading weight of 117 tons per car

Price applies If mimimum tender per shipment 18 12,285 Net Ton{s)
3 Rates are n 1) § dollars Per Net Ten

Subject to a minimum lading weight of 117 tons per car

Price apphes if minimum tender per shipment 15 12,285 Net Ton(s)
4 Rates are in U S dollars Per het Ton

Subyject to a minimum lading weight of 117 tons per car

Pnce applies if minimum tender per shipment 1s 12,285 Net Con(s)

lssucd January 6, 2006 Page 10f2
Effecive  Janumy 1, 2006 LP 111 lem 4140-E
|___Exowrappon,  December 31, 2008 Contmucdonnestpase |
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Exhibit 11-A-9

Page 2 of 3
Cel2 ) Col 3 . Col. 4 Roste
Optiea Opthes Optiea 2
Year | Yaar2 Year3 Cade/Grenp
STCC: 11 Coal
Frosa: FNI RGY SPRR MINES GROUP
1o MO LADUI up
Exp 123172006 LiT 010172007 EIf 01/01/2008
1426 Exp 12312007 1542
1483
APPLICATION AND RATES
COLUMN | RATE APPLICATION RULES
2 Rates are in U § dollars Per Net Ton
Subject to a mmimum lading weight of 100 tons per car
Price applies 1f munimum tender per shipment 1s 11,000 Net 1on(s)
3 Rates arc in U S dollars Per Net Ton
Subject to a mummum lading weight of 100 tons per car
Pnice applies if minimumn tender per shipment is 11,000 Net Ton(s)
4 Rates are in U § dollars Per Net Ton
Subyect to a mimimum lading weight of 100 tons per car
Price appiies if mimmum tender per shipment 1s 11,000 Net Ton(s)
c.u’ Cal 32 Cel ¢ Rows
Optisn Optisa Optien 3
Yoar | Year2 Yeard Code/Gronp
STCC: 11 Coal
From ENERQY SPRB MINES GROUP
Te: MO, LADUF LUp
& Fxp 1273172006 & FIT (1012007 a EIT 0100172008
16 68 Exp 12/3172007 1910
1788
Issued Janugry 6, 2006 20f2
Effecuve  Janvary 1, 2006 urm ::: al40-C
Expiation  December 31, 2008 Concluded an thrs page
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Exhibit 11-A-9
Page 3 of 3

APPENDIX A
ORIGIN AND DESTINATION GROUPS

GROUP NAME
LOCATIONS

FNLRGY SPRB MINES GRYOP
WY ANTELOPE MINE
WY BILLE AYR MINE
WY, Bl ACK THUNDER MINE
WY, Bl ACK THUNDER SQUTH
WY, CABALLO MINE
WY CABALLO RINO MINE
WY COAL CREEK MINE
WY CORDERO MINE
WY, JACOBS RANCH MINE
WY N ANTELOPE MINE
WY, ROCHELLE MINE

Issued laouesy &, 2006
Effect ve January 1, 2006 UP 111 Appendix A Page | of ]
bxpirsnon  December 31, 2008 Iltem 4)40-E

—: —_




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1 hereby certify that on August 20, 2007, | caused three copics of the
foregoing Reply Evidence Narrative (together with associated exhibits and workpapers)
of Complainant Kansas City Power & Light Company to be served by hand upon the

following counsel for Defendant Union Pacific Railroad Company

Michael L. Rosenthal, Esq
Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N W
Washington. D.C. 20004-2401

and by Federal Express, as follows

J. Michael Hemmer

lL.ouise A Rinn

Gabricl S Mcyer

Union Pacific Railroad Company
1400 Douglas Street

Omaha, Nebraska 68179

@Q”

Damel M. Jaffe



